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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Original Application filed 2/7/2002 and 
IDS filed 12/15/2004. 

2. Claims 1-23 are pending and claims 1 and 1 1 are independent claims. 

3. This action is made Non-Final. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The EDS submitted on 12/15/2004 has been considered by the examiner. 

Drawings 

5. The Drawings submitted on 2/7/2002 have been accepted by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hori et 
al. (herein after Hori) "Annotation-based Web Content Transcoding," 9 th International 
WWW Conference May 15, 2000, (provided by the applicant) in view of, Camut at al. 
(herein after Camut) U.S. Patent No. 6,684,257 Bl filed 10/15/1999. 
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In regard to independent claim 1, Camut discloses obtaining a plurality of page files 
from a web site; generating a group of said page files (Camut Col 7 Lines 18-21 i.e. content of 
an entire web site), page layout structures of which are at least similar; providing a first 
annotation for an arbitrary page file in said group; and correlating said first annotation with at 
least a part of other page files of said group. (Camut Col 8 Lines 33-36 i.e. tailoring web content 
to be displayed on a device of a different size and this content would be the same). 

Camut does not specifically mention the content in an annotation. However, Hori 
mention that annotations are transcoded (Hori Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the benefit of adjusting 
annotation for display on screens on a different size for easier view by the user. 

In regard to dependent claim 2, which depends on claim 1, Camut discloses analyzing 
said page files to introduce structural descriptive forms for said page layout structures and 
characteristic values for said structural descriptive forms (Camut Col 4 Lines 5-11 i.e. 
identification of the characteristics of the device and information about Web Content); 
employing said structural descriptive forms and said characteristic values to calculate an inter- 
page distance representing a similarity of said page files (Camut Col 8 Lines 33-36 i.e. tailoring 
web content to be displayed on a device of a different size and this content would be the same); 
and grouping said page files, of which said inter-page distance is equal to or smaller than a 
predetermined value. (Camut Col 3 Lines 58-61 i.e. computer devices that may have smaller 
displays or performance limitations) 

In regard to dependent claim 3, which depends on claim 2, Camut does not 
specifically disclose wherein said structural descriptive forms are layout tags employing a style 
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for designating a location on a page for representing tags that are correlated with said page 
layout structures included in said page files; and wherein said characteristic values are 
attributes of said layout tags and values of said attributes. However, Hori mentions that layout 
tags are used (Hori Page 2 Para 2 and 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the benefit of using HTML tags to determine 
the layout of each web page, which would assist the user in locating an annotation location. 

In regard to dependent claim 4, which depends on claim 2, Camut does not 
specifically disclose wherein said inter-page distance is obtained by calculating a sum of the 
values obtained by weighting said characteristic value and said structural descriptive form that 
is included in common with said multiple page files. However, Hori mentions that calculations 
are made for determining the page files (Hori Page 6 Para 1). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the benefit of ensuring the 
calculations are right for determining the page files and annotation placement. 

In regard to dependent claim 5, which depends on claim 1, Camut does not 
specifically disclose determining whether said first annotation should be applied for the page 
files of said group; adding a second annotation, when the determination is false, for an arbitrary 
page file of a page group consisting of page files with which said first annotation is not 
correlated; correlating said second annotation with at least a part of other page files of said 
page group; and correcting a calculation expression for said inter-page distance, so that, at said 
step of generating a group, said page file with which said first annotation is correlated and said 
page files that are correlated with said second annotation do not fall in the same group. 
However, Hori mentions where annotations are moved to clients with smaller displays based on 
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different calculations (Hori Page 5 and Page 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the benefit of moving annotations from 
one display to the other display, which could be a smaller size and adjust the size based on 
certain calculations so the user can easily view the annotation. 

In regard to dependent claim 6, which depends on claim 5, Camut does not 
specifically disclose wherein said inter-page distance is calculated by using the sum of values 
obtained by weighting said characteristic value and said structural descriptive form that is 
included in common with said multiple page files; and wherein said calculation expression for 
said inter-page distance from a group of steps corrected by performing at least one step from a 
group of steps including: an operation for increasing said weighting of said structural 
descriptive form and said characteristic value, for said structural descriptive form and said 
characteristic value that are different between said page file correlated with said first annotation 
and said page file correlated with said second annotation, and an operation for reducing said 
weighting of said structural descriptive form and said characteristic value, for said structural 
descriptive form and said characteristic value that are in common with said page file correlated 
with said first annotation and said page file correlated with said second annotation. However, 
Hori mentions that calculations are made for determining the page files (Hori Page 6 Para 1). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing 
Camut the benefit of ensuring the calculations are right for determining the page files and 
annotation placement. 

In regard to dependent claim 7, which depends on claim 2, Camut does not 
specifically disclose grouping said page files that are included in said groups, said inter-group 
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distance of which is equal to or smaller than a predetermined value, and generating a common 
group; adding an ... to a common area wherein part of the page layout structure of an arbitrary 
file, included in common for the members of said common group, is the same as or similar to at 
least a part of the page layout structure of a different page file; and correlating said ...with said 
common area provided for said different page file included, in common, for said common group. 
(Camut Col 3 Lines 58-61 i.e. computer devices that may have smaller displays or performance 
limitations) 

Camut does not specifically disclose introducing a representative structural descriptive 
form that represents said groups and a representative characteristic value for said 
representative structural descriptive form; employing said representative structural descriptive 
form and said representative characteristic value to calculate an inter-group distance that 
delineates the similarity between said groups. However, Hori mentions that calculations are 
made for determining the page files (Hori Page 6 Para 1). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the benefit of ensuring the 
calculations are right for determining the page files and annotation placement. 

Camut does not specifically mention the content in an annotation. However, Hori 
mention that annotations are transcoded (Hori Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the benefit of adjusting 
annotation for display on screens on a different size for easier view by the user. 

In regard to dependent claim 8, which depends on claim 7, Camut does not 
specifically disclose wherein said representative structural descriptive forms are layout tags 
employing a style for designating the location on a page for representing tags correlated with 
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said page layout structures of said page files; and wherein said representative characteristic 
values are attributes of said layout tags and values of said attributes. However, Hori mentions 
that layout tags are used (Hori Page 2 Para 2 and 3). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the benefit of using HTML tags 
to determine the layout of each web page, which would assist the user in locating an annotation 
location. 

In regard to dependent claim 9, which depends on claim 7, Camut does not 
specifically disclose wherein said inter-group distance is calculated by using the sum of the 
values obtained by weighting said representative characteristic value and said representative 
structural descriptive form that is included in common with said multiple groups. However, Hori 
mentions that calculations are made for determining the page files (Hori Page 6 Para 1). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Camut, providing Camut the 
benefit of ensuring the calculations are right for determining the page files and annotation 
placement. 

In regard to dependent claim 10, which depends on claim 7, Camut does not 
specifically disclose wherein said step of correlating said first annotation with said common 
area provided for said different page file includes the steps of: determining whether said first 
annotation should be applied for said common area provided for the page files of said common 
group; adding a second annotation, when the determination is false, to the common area of an 
arbitrary page file of a page group consisting of page files including said common area with 
which said first annotation is not correlated; correlating said second annotation with 'Yes' part 
of the common areas of other page files of said page group; and correcting a calculation 
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expression for said inter-group distance, so that, at said step of generating a common group, 
said page file including said common area correlated with said first annotation and said page 
files including said common areas correlated with said second annotation do not fall in the same 
common group. However, Hori mentions where annotations are moved to clients with smaller 
displays based on different calculations (Hori Page 5 and Page 6). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to apply Hori to Gamut, providing Camut the benefit of moving 
annotations from one display to the other display, which could be a smaller size and adjust the 
size based on certain calculations so the user can easily view the annotation. 

In regard to independent claim 11, claim 11 reflects similar subject matter claimed in 
claim 1 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 12, which depends on claim 11, claim 12 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 2 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 13, which depends on claim 12, claim 13 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 3 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 14, which depends on claim 12, claim 14 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 4 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 15, which depends on claim 12, claim 15 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 5 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 16, which depends on claim 15, claim 16 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 6 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 17, which depends on claim 12, claim 17 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 7 and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent claim 18, which depends on claim 17, claim 18 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 8 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 19, which depends on claim 17, claim 19 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 9 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 20, which depends on claim 17, claim 20 reflects similar 
subject matter claimed in claim 10 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 21, which depends on claim 1, Camut discloses an 
article of manufacture comprising a computer usable medium having computer readable 
program code means embodied therein for causing annotation, the computer readable program 
code means in said article of manufacture comprising computer readable program code means 
for causing a computer to effect the steps of claim 1. (Camut Col 4 Lines 64-67 and Col 5 Lines 
1-10) 

In regard to dependent claim 22, which depends on claim 1, Camut discloses a 
program storage device readable by machine, tangibly embodying a program of instructions 
executable by the machine to perform method steps for annotation said method steps, comprising 
the steps of claim 7 (Camut Col 4 Lines 64-67 and Col 5 Lines 1-10). 

In regard to dependent claim 23, which depends on claim 1, Camut discloses a 
computer program product comprising a computer usable medium having computer readable 
program code means embodied therein for causing annotation the computer readable program 
code means in said computer program product comprising computer readable program code 
means for causing a computer to effect the functions of claim 11. (Camut Col 4 Lines 64-67 and 
Col 5 Lines 1-10) 
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Conclusion 



8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Londra C Burge whose telephone number is (571) 272-4122. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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